
_;,:: :_:_: NASA ,.:"ech-nica] Me_6_an_N 105666 ...... f) .

..... ied-,_ .....-ComputationaI Simulation- ofInterming

Fiber Hybrid ComP0site Bell i or_-__ _-i_-:/-_-_-_-:_-

.-Subo_dh K. Mitai

-:--=:--:-::-:Univei'_ity of Toledo
Toledo, Ohio

............. and
..................................................................

Christos C. Chamis_ __ -2._ _-_-_ _/-_-_-_ --_ ....... :-____----_-.... -- ___ _:..=-::_::=
............. Lewis Research Center ....... ---= ........................ L-

-- ---_5;-5--el_,_fa__n2t.oh i_........................................................

...........................................

Prepared for the

:___':.::-:_:_:_- ::_:__37th In_t_e__rna_tio_n_a_lSAM__PE Symposium an_Egh_bition = - _. -_---- .... -- ..........

.......... Anaheim,California,. March %i2,1992-- -................

..................................................

N92-31506

N/ A -"

(NASA-TM-IO5666) COMPUTATIONAL
SIMULATION OF INTERMINGLED-FIBER

HYBRID COMPOSITE BEHAVIOR (NASA)

11 p Uncles

G3/Z6 0116437



i-



COMPUTATIONAL SIMULATION OF INTERMINGLED-FIBER

HYBRID COMPOSITE BEHAVIOR

Subodh K. Mital

University of Toledo

Toledo, Ohio 43606

and

Christ0s C. Chamis

National Aeronautics and Space Administration
Lewis Research Center

Cleveland, Ohio 44135

g_
O
t--

SUMMARY

Three-dimensional finite-element analysis and a micromechanics based computer code ICAN (Integrated

Composite Analyzer) are used to predict the composite properties and microstresses of a unidirectional

graphite/epoxy primary composite with varying percentages of S-glass fibers used as hybridizing fibers at a
total fiber volume ratio of 0.54. The three-dimensional finite-element model used in the analyses consists

of a group of nine fibers, all unidirectional, in a three-by-three unit cell array. There is generally good

agreement between the composite properties and microstresses obtained from both methods. The results
indicate that the finite-element methods and the micromechanics equations embedded in the ICAN com-

puter code can be used to obtain the properties of intermingled fiber hybrid composites needed for the

analysis/design of hybrid composite structures. However, the finite-element model should be big enough
to be able to simulate the conditions assumed in the micromechanics equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

The incorporation of two or more fibers within a single matrix is known as hybridization, and the
resulting material is referred to as a hybrid composite. The hybrid composites can be classified either as

intraply hybrid, having more than one type of fiber within a ply, or as interply hybrids, where only one

type of fiber is placed in a single ply and then the different plies are dispersed through the laminate.

In recent years, high modulus fibers such as boron and graphite have been widely used in many aero-

space applications because of their exceptionally high stiffness to weight ratios. However, the impact

strength of these composites have been found to be generally low. An effective method of improving the

impact properties of graphite fiber reinforced composites is to add a small percentage of a low-modulus

high-strength fiber. Glass fibers are generally used for this purpose. The incorporation of glass fiber not

only improves the impact properties, it can also reduce the overall cost, as many times cost is a limita-

tion for using graphite fiber composites (ref. 1).

The objective of this paper is to evaluate a commingled or intermingled-fiber hybrid composite consisting

of 54 percent high modulus graphite (P-75) fiber in an epoxy (R-930) matrix with varying percentages of

S-glass fibers used as hybridizing fibers. The composite properties are evaluated using three-dimensional

finite-element analysis and a micromechanics based computer code ICAN (ref. 2). The microstresses for

one hybrid composite obtained from both methods are also compared.



2. ICAN COMPUTERCODE

The researchin theareaof compositemicromechanicsandmacromechanicsoverthe last two decades
at NASALewis ResearchCenterhasresultedin severalcomputercodesfor compositemechanicsand
structural analysis.The primaryintentionof this researchis to developcompositemechanicstheories
and analysismethodsthat rangein scalefrom micromechanicsto globalstructural analysisin oneinte-
gratedcode. Themicromechanicstheoriesarerepresentedby simplifiedequationsandhavebeencorrob-
oratedby detailedthree-dimensionalfinite-elementanalysis(ref. 3).

ICAN (IntegratedCompositeAnalyzer)isprimarily designedto describethe hygrothermomechanical
properties/responseof polymermatrix composites.It cananalyzestandardcomposites,i.e., consisting of

one type of fiber in a matrix forming a lamina. In addition to that, the code can also analyze an interply

or intraply hybrid composite system. In an interply hybrid composite, each layer/lamina is made by dif-
ferent fiber/matrix combinations. An intrapiy hybrid composite system, on the other hand, consists of

two or more different fibers embedded in a matrix within each layer/lamina in a prescribed manner. These

layers/laminae are then arranged with prescribed orientations to form a composite laminate. The ICAN

computer code simulates a commingled tow fiber reififorced composite, The micromechanlcs equations

embedded in the ICANcomputer code take into account the effects of temperature and moisture includ-

ing the temperature and/or moisture gradients through-the-thickness. However, within each layer the

temperature or moisture is assumed to be constant. Another unique feature of the ICAN computer code
is its own data base ......of material properties for c0mmonly used fiber and matrix materials. The user needs

tO specify only the code names for the constituents, and the program searches and selects the appropriate

properties from the database, it is an open-ended program(in that, the material properties foi'new materials

as they become available as well as new analyses modules pertaining to the composite mechanics can be easily

added. More detailed information about ICAN can be found in reference 2. This program is available for

public distribution through COSMIC, Suite 112, Barrow Hall, Athens, GA 30602.

3. FINITE-ELEMENT MODEL

The finite-element model used in the computational simulation procedure consists of a group of nine

fibers, all unidirectional, in a three-by-three unit cell array ("nine cell model") as shown in figure 1. The

primary composite system consists of high modulus (P-75) graphite fiber in an epoxy _R-9-30) matrix

with a fiber volume ratio of 0:54, The S-glass fibers are used as hybridizing fibers in varying percentages.

The properties of the constituent materials are shown in table I. There are 10 elements (bays) along the

length of the fiber. Each unit cell, as shown in figure 1, consists of 32 hexahedron (six-sided) solid ele'
ments and eight pentahedron (five-sided) solid elements for a total of 3600 elements and 3707 nodes

(approx.] i 000 degre_of=_eecl0m) in the model: Perfect bonding, i.e', no :in_erpIaase has been assumed
to exist between the fiber and the matrix.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1 Composite Properties

Four hybrid composites were evaluated for composite properties as shown in figure 2: (a) No hybrid-

izing S-glass fibers added, resulting in a P-75/R-930 composite, (b) one S-glass fiber anhthe remaining
eight fibers are graphite fibers, i.e., 1/9 or 11.1 percent hybridizing fibers, For t_e rnlcrornechan]cs
anaIys_s_ _t-means t_t tl_e_ie ply will have one out 0fthree=or 33:3 percent s'glass :hybr_d_=_ng fibers,

(c) two out of nine fibers are S-glass fibers, and (d) four fibers out of nine are S-glass hybridizing fibers.
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The ICAN computer code was used to predict the composite properties for these configurations and ply-

layups. In the case of finite-element analysis (FEA), fiber elements are assigned appropriate material

properties, i.e., S-glass or graphite fiber properties as the case may be. The composite properties from the
finite-element analysis are computed as described below. The procedure is illustrated by computing the

longitudinal modulus, E_W The procedure to determine other composite properties via FEA is similar
and is discussed in detail elsewhere (ref. 3). For the case of EQll, a uniform displacement field, u, is

applied in the X direction (along the fiber) on the front face (X/L -- 1) and the back face (X/L = 0) is

fixed in the X direction (u -- 0.0) as shown in figure 3. Constraints are also applied to prevent rigid

body motion in the 2 and 3 directions. Three-dimensional finite-element analysis is carried out with

this applied displacement field using the MSC/NASTRAN finite-element code (ref. 4). Resulting nodal

forces corresponding to those applied displacements are obtained from the finite-element analysis. From
the sum of these nodal forces, F, the longitudinal modulus is calculated as:

F.L
Fi11 = (1)

A.u

where L is the length in X direction, and A is the cross.sectional area.

Such a method of analysis corresponds directly to the derivation of the micromechanics equations for

the ply longitudinal modulus used in the ICAN computer code and coupon testing to measure it. The longi-

tudinal (along the fiber) strain in all constituents are equal. The longitudinal modulus and the Poisson's

ratios (vh2 and Vfl3) computed from the displacements applied in 1 direction and as predicted by the
FEA, are consistent with the assumptions made in the derivation of the micromechanics equations.

The prediction of room temperature elastic moduti, E_I 1 and Eta2, Poisson's ratios, v{12, V_l 3 and

shear modulus G_I 2 by both ICAN and FEA are shown in figures 4 to 7 for comparison purposes. It should
be noted that the ICAN computer code simulates a commingled tow fiber reinforced composite, while finite

element in this case is simulating commingled fiber reinforced composite. The agreement between the

predictions of ICAN and FEA is excellent with the exception of transverse modulus. The possible reasons
for the discrepancy in the transverse modulus will be discussed later. There is a 37 percent reduction in

longitudinal modulus when 44 percent of fibers are S-glass hybridizing fibers. There is a 25 percent increase
in transverse modulus for the same amount of hybridizing fibers. There is not much change in the Poisson's

ratios or the shear modulus in the 1-2 direction for different amount of hybridizing fibers.

The analysis for the longitudinal and transverse thermal expansion coefficients (TEC) is performed

by applying a uniform temperature to the composite. Center planes are fixed in X, Y, and Z directions

in such a way so that the composite is forced to deform symmetrically in all directions. Resuling nodal

displacements are obtained from the finite-element analysis due to the applied thermal loading. The ther-

mal expansion coefficients are then computed by applying their basic definition. Longitudinal thermal

expansion coefficients for different amounts of S-glass hybridizing fibers are shown in figure 8. There is
considerable difference between the finite elements and the ICAN predictions. It is believed that the

model is not long enough, so that the conditions of uniform displacements could not be reached at the

plane where displacement were obtained for computing longitudinal thermal expansion coefficients.

Displacement at X/L -- 0.3125 are plotted in figure 9. There is considerable nonuniformity in the

displacement particularly along B-B. Since_ micromechanics equations assume a uniform displacement

field, a much longer model in the finite-element simulation is needed to achieve such a condition in this

particular case. Transverse thermal expansion coefficient is plotted for different amounts of hybridizing

fibers in figure 10(a). It seems rather insensitive to the amount of hybridizing fibers, yet ICAN and



finlte-elementpredictionsarequitedifferent. Againlookingat the displacementsin the 2-2directions,
thereis somenonuniformitypresent. Thereasonfor this discrepancylies in thehighdegreeof heteroge-
neitynot only in fiber longitudinalandtransversemodulus,but alsobetweenthe fiberandmatrix modulus
andthermalexpansioncoefficients.Themicromechanicsequationsassumethat a uniformdisplacement
field hasbeenachievedawayfrom theboundary. To achievethis, onehasto eitherusespecialtyfinite
elementsor a largermodelwith morefibers,dependinguponthedegreeof heterogeneity.Although, the
resultsarenot shownhere,for a differenthybrid compositesystem,wherethedegreeof heterogeneityis
muchless,the ICAN andfinite-elementresultsaremuchcloser. In otherwords,onehasto view the
finite-elementsresultswith caution. For the samereason,onehasto viewthe experimentalresultswith
cautiontoo. Whenexperimentsareperformedonsmallcoupons,andthe resultsareusedfor the design
of largecomponents,theycouldbeerroneous.

It showsthat the propertiesobtainedviamicromechanicsequations,wheretheeffort requiredis
considerablylessascomparedto a detailedfinite-elementanalysis,canbeusedwith confidencein the
analysis/designof hybrid compositestructures,and the=finlte-elementresultsshouldbeinterpretedwith
caution. Again,thediscrepancyin theresultswhereverpresentis dueto thefact that thereis highdegree
of heterogeneitybetweenthe moduliandthethermalexpansioncoefficientsof the fiberandmatrix material
usedin the presentwork.

4.2 Microstresses

Microstresses in the fiber and matrix were also computed for both longitudinal and transverse load-

ing. However, the microstresses were computed for only one hybrid composite, i.e., case (c) where two

out of nine fibers are S-glass hybridizing fibers. In the case of longitudinal (along the fiber) loading,:a

uniform displacement is applied on the front face (X/L _- 1), while the back face (X/L = 0) is restrained
in x direction. Resulting nodal forces, and thus, the equivalent Stress on that face]s computed by finite-

element analysis. The same stress in the 1 direction is applied for the ICAN analysis. T]_e finlte-element

stresses are evaluated in the center cell at the middle plane (X/L = 0.5). The longitudinal stress in graphite

and S-glass fibers and the longitudinal stress in matrix at the middle plane are shown in figure 11. There
is excellent agreement between the FEA and ICAN microstress results for this loading case.

In the case of transverse loading, the same stress is applied on the composite for both ICAN and FEA

analyses. The 2-2 mlcrostresses for the:top ply constituents are shown in figure 12, while 2-2 microstresses

for the middle ply constituents are shown in figure 13. Most of the mlcrostress results are in: good agree-

ment with the finite-element analysis results, except for the 2-2 stress in glass fiber which shows about

50 percent difference. This di_repancy was believed to be due to the high degree of heterogeneity in the

fiber material of graphite (El/E2) and also the ratio of moduli of the fiber and matrix materials. The

micromechanics equations used in the ICAN computer Code assume a uniform displacement field (i.e., the

stress evaluation point is far away from the boundary/load application points), and the applied load is

resisted in the ratio of the stiffnesses of the constituents. Although the results are not shown here, for a
different composite system where the degree of heterogeneity in the properties of the constituent materials
is much less, the finite element and the ICAN predictions for microstresses are much closer. A further

investigation in this aspect is continuing. In order to achieve these uniform displacement conditions in

the finite-element model, either specialty finite elements or a larger model with more numbers of fibers,

depending upon the degree of heterogeneity, has to be used as mentioned before. In other words, one has

to be careful in analyzing results obtained from finite elements analyses.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

Three-dimensional finite-element analysis and a micromeehanics based computer code ICAN were

used for the prediction of composite properties and microstresses for a unidirectional graphite/epoxy

composite with varying percentages of S-glass fibers used as hybridizing fibers. The mechanical proper-

ties, i.e., normal and shear moduli and the Poisson's ratios, predicted by both methods are in good agree-
ment with the exception of transverse modulus. However, there is difference in the prediction of thermal

expansion coefficients. The constituent microstresses due a longitudinal and transverse load are also

generally in good agreement. The finite-element model, depending upon the degree of heterogeneity has

to be large enough to be able to simulate conditions assumed in the micromechanics equations, e.g.,
condition of uniform displacement, etc. Both the finite-element analysis and the composite micromechan-

ics equations can be used with confidence to obtain the properties of hybrid composites needed for analy-

sis/ design of hybrid composite structures. However, caution should be used in interpreting finite-element
results to ensure that the computational simulation model geometry simulate the conditions assumed in

the micromechanics equations.
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TABLE L--PROPERTIES OF CONSTITUENT MATERIALS

P-75 fiber R-930 matrix S-glass fiber

Modulus, Ell, GPa

Modulus, E2_, GPa

Poisson's ratio_ vl2

Poisson's ratio, v2a

Shear modulus, GI2 _ GPa

Shear modulus, G23 , GPa
Coefficient of thermal

expansion

all ppm/'C

a22 ppm/=C

517

6.2

.2

.25

7.6

.7

--1.3

10.I

2.1

2.1

.45

.45

.7

.7

65

65

85.5

85.5

.2

.2

35.7

35.7

5.0

5.0
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